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THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF 
CHURCHES’ SMOKE SCREEN 


Whenever a Communist, a Communist front organization or left-wing group promoting Com- 
munist objectives is exposed as such, its effectiveness diminishes considerably. To prevent or counteract 
such exposure, the person or front will often resort to elaborate propaganda as a smoke screen to hide 
their subversive activities. This propaganda is usually calculated to win the respect and support of the 
nation’s duped masses and often pictures the individual or organization under attack ‘as the underdog, 
the do-gooder who is grossly misunderstood. 


As a rule, the propaganda is baseless and vague as to its meaning and content. The American 
public, wanting to think the best of everyone, gullibly swallows the propaganda and relegates the one 
who exposes to the category of trouble-makers, Red-baiters and witch-hunters. Precious few are able to 
face facts as facts, no matter who it hurts, and act on the facts to the elimination of the Communist 
menace. 


It is not the purpose of the WEEKLY CRUSADER or CHRISTIAN CRUSADE to smear, slander 
or defame anyone. Our purpose is to expose International Communism wherever it is found. We feel 
it far better to expose where exposure is necessary and bear the threats, verbal garbage and vile accusa- 
tions hurled against us, than to keep quiet and bear the guilt of apathy, sell-out and ultimate Commun- 
ist slavery. 


A False Cloak of Righteousness 

Perhaps no exposure of Communism has brought more unfounded defense than that related to 
the National Council of Churches. This highly organized and influential group has used every means 
to distort, discredit and minimize the facts regarding its support of Communist objectives. However, 
the National Council of Churches has not, and cannot refute or repudiate the facts concerning such sup- 
port of Communist objectives, and the Communist front affiliations of some of its leaders. Because they 
represent the Clergy, which has for centuries rightly occupied a place of high respect in our minds 
and hearts, accurately documented facts revealing their support of the Communist cause is ignored 
and the lofty image of an infallible Spiritual leader is upheld. How these Spiritual leaders (?) can 
find compatability with the objectives of a regime which caused the cold-blooded murder of over 450 





million persons is a mystery to us. We must ask with 
Amos, “Can two walk together except they be agreed.” 


On Friday November 11, 1960, the Atlanta Jour- 
nal carried an article which quoted Dr. Edwin Dahl- 
berg, head of the National Council of Churches. The 
article said in part: 

“Dr. Edwin Dahlberg . . . said . . . that attacks on the 

(National) Council by ‘religious fringe groups’ are only 
preludes to attacks on its member denominations. 


“It troubles and disturbs me as an American that these 
fringe groups carry on a constant barrage of slander, he 
said. ‘But the National Council is not the ultimate target. 
Ultimately it is the denominations which compose the 
council.’ 


“We had our difficulties, he admitted, mentioning 
some of the attacks on the NCC, such as the recent new- 
withdrawn-and-apologized-for Air Force manual which at- 
tacks many churchmen as ‘card-carrying Communists.’ 


“These groups represent McCarthy type religion, Dr. 
Dahlberg said. “They don’t want the church to relate itself 
to the great spiritual and moral issues of our times.” 


By Their Fruits . . . Ye Shall Know 


As we indicated earlier, this is excellent calculated 
propaganda designed to hide the NCC’s left-wing po- 
litical operations and influence of the National Council 
of Churches. To jog the memory, we will point out 
again that Dr. Dahlberg has alligned himself with nu- 
merous Communist fronts, among them the subversive 
National Committee to Repeal the McCarren Act. He 
signed a letter asking the President of the U.S. for 
clemency for Morton Sobell, convicted Communist con- 
spiracy spy. Dr. Dahlberg joined a group of Commun- 
ist fronters in signing an open letter to President Roose- 
velt protesting an order for the deportation of Harry 
Bridges as an alien Communist. Bridges is still free to 
do the Kremlin’s dirty work in our nation and was one 
of the key figures in the agitation of over 5,000 stu- 
dents against the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities in San Francisco last May. Bridge’s Long- 
shoremen Union has a death grip upon the economy of 
Hawaii. 


The list goes on and on, but the above is sufficient 
to understand why Dr. Dahlberg says, “It troubles and 
disturbs me as an American that these fringe groups 
carry on a constant barrage of slander.” It is not slander 
(who has been slandered?) Dr. Dahlberg is afraid of, 
it is the truth and exposure. It was the disciple John 
who wrote, “Men love darkness rather than light be- 
cause their deeds are evil.” If the American people 
awaken to the background, affiliations, objectives and 
aims of the National Council and its leaders, it will be 
comparatively useless. 


Dr. Dahlberg uses a long-time left-wing diversion- 
ary tactic when referring to the Air Force Manual inci- 
dent. Because he cannot deny that the charges made 
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in the manual are true, he directs the attention of the 
public to the insignificant question as to whether or 
not NCC leaders promoting Communist objectives car- 
ry Communist Party cards. The vast majority of people 
promoting Communist objectives, whether they are 
secret Communists, sympathizers or dupes, do not carry 
Communist Party cards. Though the NCC called the 
Air Force manual material “objectionable” they did 
not refute, repudiate or deny the specific charges. They 
made a blanket denial. In addition, they resisted all 
efforts to publicly debate the charges with the persons 
who made them. 


McCarthy Type Religion? 

While criticizing such ‘fringe groups’ as Christian 
Crusade for a ‘constant barrage of slander,’ Dr. Dahl- 
berg accuses them of “McCarthy type religion.” Since 
McCarthy and his investigations were the admitted foe 
of all who are engaged in subversion it is interesting 
indeed that the president of the N.C.C. should con- 
tinually refer to McCarthy in such a derogatory way. 


Dr. Dahlberg was further quoted in the Atlanta 
Journal article as saying, “The practical advantage of 
the ecumenical movement of which the NCC with its 
33 Protestant and Eastern Orthodox denominations is 
an example, is the weight it gives to the Protestant 
voice” (emphasis ours). The Houston Post, May 23, 
1958 quoted Dr. Dahlberg as saying, “The National 
Council . . . takes no partisan stand with respect to the 
government (why were NCC staffers James Wine, 
Arthur Lazell and William Frye on Senator Kennedy’s 
campaign staff?) other than that of interpreting the 
Gospel of Christ in relation to the problems of today.” 
Dr. Eugene Carson Blake, former president of the NCC 
indicated that any voice or interpretation that other 
church groups might have in this day and age just do 
not count. He said, “The (National) council conceives 
one of its functions to be that of serving as the repre- 
sentative conscience of the churches in relation to cru- 
cial developments in the political, economic and social 
order affecting the life of the churches and the well 
being of humanity.” The main impact then, is that of 
a well oiled political pressure group. Because of the 
high degree of respect normally afforded the church, 
opposing political leaders are reluctant to attack the 
NCC stand. 


Beware the False Prophets 

As the supposed ‘representative conscience of the 
church’ the NCC is making its voice heard. Following 
their controversial Fifth World Order Study Confer- 
ence, the NCC launched a nationwide program of 
“Education and Action for Peace.” Former FBI under- 
cover agent Herbert Philbrick, who has studied the 
‘peace’ phase of Communism’s propaganda for 20 


years, made an analysis of the 15 pieces of literature 
(See "NATIONAL COUNCIL” Page 8) 
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FOREIGN INTEL- 
LIGENCE DIGEST 





Major General C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Washington Representative for 
Christian Crusade; Chief of Intelligence for Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 1939-51; 
Attache American Embassies in Venezuela, Colombia and Ecuador; writer, 


lecturer, publisher. 


THE KREMLIN AT YOUR DOORSTEPS >.:: 1: 


5. The Reds in Latin-America: A Reminder. 

The high point of militant Communism in South 
America was the decade of the Forties, coinciding with 
Hitler's break with Stalin. Any decline since that time 
is probably more numerical than ideological. Latest 
Russian reports, more aggressive and boastful since the 
abortive Summit conference, claim over 300,000 card- 
holding Communists in Latin-America. As in practical- 
ly all democracies, there has been progressive infiltra- 
tion by crypto-Communists in Government, in the 
Armies and Parliaments. As in the United States, num- 
bers are not indicative of ultimate effectiveness. In 
Peru, for example, the Communist Party was outlawed 
in 1948. As late as 1952, Senator Juan P. Luna, a 
known member of the Central Committee of the Com- 
munist Party, was able to maintain his seat in Parlia- 
ment. Nevertheless, the total number of known Com- 
munists in the entire country could not have furnished 
a fraction of the votes required to elect him to the 
Senate. 


In British Guiana, the Communist group directed 
by the Jagans (a Hindu with an American wife) was 
initially insignificant they could probably be seated 
in an average Diner. By skillful exploitation of the rac- 
ial issues (as in the American South), Dr. Jagan has 
taken over the Government in spite of initial British 
Opposition. 


In Uruguay, Communist strength is comparatively 
great, ie. 15/18,000 members — but it has not been 
effective. In Bolivia, on the other hand, a Communist 
nucleus of 3/4000 members has had a progressively 
disastrous impact. In Mexico, the Communist Party, at 
its peak, was credited with approximately 30,000 mem- 
bers. This year, the total appears to be around 5/10,- 
000 card holders. This is probably inaccurate though 
the stormy leadership of Vicente Lombardo Toledana 
has declined. 


Anti-American riots are being staged, apparently 


at will. It is not to be forgotten that Fidel Castro was 
trained and recruited in Mexico. Spanish refugees, 
trained Communist agitators, poured into the country 
after the Spanish Civil War and spread throughout the 
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entire Caribbean area. Galindez, the Basque secret 
agent, was one of them and selected the Dominican 
Republic as an operating base, living there for several 
years until he broke with Trujillo — “biting the hand 
that fed him” —in the usual Communist technique. 
The climate in Mexico can be said to be generally 
favorable for Reds. Former President Cardenas, who 
“nationalized” foreign oil companies in his day, as- 
sumed the chairmanship of the “Society of Friends of 
Guatemala” and gave shelter and fraternal support to 
Jacobo Arbens, en route to Czechoslovakia after his 
defeat by Armas. While there was an improvement un- 
der Aleman, Mexico is still a hemispheric clearing- 
house for itinerant Communists. Gus Hall, the Ameri- 
can Red, jumped bail in New York and turned up in 
Mexico. There is a veritable Communist colony in 
Guernavaca, a charming resort city. One of the local 
notables there was Sam Carr, Canada’s chief Commun- 
ist. As an intermittent “variation in F-Minor,” there 
is an occasional fraternization between remnant Trot- 
zkyites and Stalinists. For example, the Chilean Stalin- 
ists have co-operated with the “Partido Obrero Revou- 
lucionario” in Bolivia, which was founded by that noble 
“Castilian,” Tristan Maroff. 


6. From Arbenz to Castro: Guatemala to Cuba 


About six years ago, when a Red operator by the 
name of Jacobo Arbenz was tossed out of Guatemala, 
most Americans congratulated themselves that the 
fight against Communism had been won in this area. 
Now we have made the painful discovery that Com- 
munism was not wiped out — it was merely diffused. 
The advent of Castro is proof that the political situation 
in the Caribbean, an American lake, has been steadily 
worsening. 


Six years ago, in retrospect, the Caribbean was 
ringed with a girdle of strong anti-Communist and pro- 
American governments: Castillo Armas replaced the 
Soviet stooge Arbenz in Guatemala; Nicaragua was 
held by the elder Somoza, veteran of many battles with 
the Communists; in Venezuela, power seemed firmly 
held by Marocs Perez-Jimenez with one of the best- 
paid Armies in South-America; Cuba was still under 
Fulgencio Batista (who now obviously compares favor- 
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ably with the confiscatory brigands Castro and Gue- 
vara); in the Dominican Republic we have the granite 
figure of Rafel Trujillo, erstwhile protege — and hand- 
picked successor to — the American Marine Corps; and 
in Jamaica, anti-Communist Bustamente seemed firmly 
seated. 


In the space of a few years, a situation which was 
copper-riveted in favor of the United States, now ap- 
pears to be coming apart at all its seams. Jamaica has 
turned out conservative Bustamente and replaced him 
with the Fabian-Socialist Norman Manley. The elder 
Somoza was assassinated. Guatemala’s Castillo Armas 
was assassinated by a Communist agent. Perez Jimenez 
of Venezuela fell to a surprise revolution. Batista was 
ousted with the blessing of New York City “liberals.” 
The old American —or is it the State Department’s — 
weakness for backing the wrong horses abroad has 
manifested itself just as it did in China in the early 
1940’s. The Castro revolt was largely hothoused by a 
group of normally responsible publications in New 
York City, and various radio and TV commentators 
of the so-called “liberal” stripe. Without the terrific 
build-up which these non-Communist publications have 
given him, Castro and his Argentine henchman “Che” 
Guevara would still remain the obscure bandits of the 
Sierra which they eventually turned out to be on a 
large scale. After one of Raul Castro’s raids on Ameri- 
cans, one of the New York dailies actually covered him 
admiringly in its “Man of the Day” column. Fidel 
Castro has a long record of anti-Americanism and close 
association with Communists amply documented in the 
files of the Police Departments of Bogota, Colombia 
and Mexico City. The true nature of Batista’s successor 
was well known and should have been anticipated by 
our State Department. 


The disastrous evolution in Cuba seems to have 
been ignored. Just as in the case of Batista, the New 
York “liberals” are hot in pursuit of another strong 
man — Trujillo of the Dominican Republic — with an 
irresponsibility that is little short of suicidal, in the 
light of what happened to American properties — indi- 
vidual and collective —in the hands of undisguised 
Kremlinist thieves and saboteurs. The venom with 
which a group of American publications have pursued 
Trujillo’s politics, and even the private life of his fam- 
ily, has little parallel in modern foreign relations — 
except on the low level of the Kremlin dominated 
Russian press. Were Trujillo an uncertain or adverse 
factor for America, the animus might be understand- 
able. But behind the General lies a record of 30 years 
of unwavering support of the United States in the 
Caribbean. His overthrow could usher in a reign of 
chaos in the Dominican Republic, which would be an 
open invitation to international Communism. A glance 
at the economic map of South America, in relation to 
the Panama Canal, indicates the strategic importance 
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attached to the Dominican Republic as an ally of the 
United States, rather than a future base for the Kremlin. 


Diplomatic policies of ignorance and fawning, upon 
“liberal” elements in both political parties, are often 
supported by pseudo-intellectual arguments that are 
demonstrably false in their historical evolution. The 
Deputy Director of the C.I.A. (General Cabell) ven- 
tured a definition of Cuban events that should become 
a negative classic. “. . . (Castro) represents leader- 
ship of a nationalistic, bourgeois-democratic revolution 
which preceded a Communist rise in power...” Just 
what is a bourgeois-democratic revolution? Is Bolshev- 
ism the prototype? Or the take-over in Czechoslovakia 
in 1947? Or the “peoples courts” in Batavia and 
Soerabaja? Or the blood-bath of the regicides of Bagh- 
dad? There is one common element ( and it can hardly 
be charged to the bourgeoisie): The sickness of the 
West since Robespierre and Bakunin; a perennial, in- 
destructible Jacobinism that feeds on terror, assassina- 
tion and savagery. It has been observed many times as 
a prelude of Communist operation, ever since the great 
Western powers toyed with suicide in 1914-1918. Even 
then, they dimly perceived the lethal corrosive menace 
and attempted to isolate Bolshevik Russia through a 
hastily conceived “cordon sanitaire” (1920) that has 
been turned on them and is now known as the “iron 
curtain,” a cordon-sanitaire to seal off Western influ- 
ences. 


While the Executive is largely responsible (i.e. the 
State Department) for attitudes lackadaisical, vis-a-vis 
Castro & Co., until recently, there has long been a con- 
siderable body of worried opinion within the Congress 
on the infiltration of Communism in the Caribbean 
area. The operation of an otherwise unwieldy political 
body (Congress) depends greatly on a functional de- 
vice: the bi-partisan Committee — standing, select and 
joint —and their staffs, specializing in certain legisla- 
tive areas viz, Aeronautical; Appropriations; Armed 
Services; Foreign Relations; Judiciary; Un-American 
Activities, etc. 


Within these Committees, experts and specialists 
are. developed by the natural process of longevity and 
experience. Two such Congressional experts come to 
mind immediately —the Hon. Daniel J. Flood (D. 
Pa.) and the Hon. Craig Hosmer (R. Cal.). These 
specialists on Latin-America have recently made im- 
portant efforts in the Congress. They have filed formal 
“Resolutions” and will press for the ultimate enact- 
ment of the application of the Monroe Doctrine to the 
Cuban situation, viz: 


Intervention in an American state by inter- 
national Communism is not a mere “internal mat- 
ter” pertaining to the victim nation alone (and 
thus subject to Roosevelt’s ill-advised “good neigh- 
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bor policy” limiting “interference” ), but in law 
as well as in fact, such action constitutes a “foreign 
intervention” prohibited by the Monroe Doctrine. 


A corollary to the Monroe Doctrine was an- 
nounced by President Grant (1869) prohibiting 
transfer of any existing European colonies between 
them. 


When Hitler’s Armies overran Europe in 
1939, the American foreign ministers announced 
that there would be no recognition of German 
claims to New World colonies. In 1940, in Hav- 
ana, these ministers gave a mandate to any one 
or more American republics on their own initia- 

tive —to step in, act quickly and forestall any 
attempted German take overs... 
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The Dominican Republic, Cuba and the Panama Canal 


Here is a clear pattern of how the American repub- 
lics (O.A.S.) can protect themselves against foreign 
intrigues. The situation then created by Hitler’s con- 
quest is identical with the subsequent (Guatemala), 
and current (Cuba), advance of International Com- 
munism, backed by Russian military resources, if and 
when required. The reaction to Khrushchev’s threats, 
unfortunately, was not as prompt as it was against 
Hitler. The Monroe Doctrine has been emasculated to 
a large extent by F. D. Roosevelt. It has never quite 
recovered. The time-honored “Pan-American Union,” 
wrought by years of friendly collaboration between the 

(See "DOOR STEPS” Page 7) 
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IS OUR MONROE DOCTRINE 
OUT OF DATE? 


1. Khrushchev, Ascoli and Castro: 


When Nikita Khrushchev aggressively announced 
that the American Monroe Doctrine is “out of date,” 
there were some Americans who immediately agreed 
with the Soviet trouble maker. Max Ascoli, in The 
Reporter, (Sept. 15, 1960) expressed the view that 
perhaps the time has arrived when Americans should 
recognize “that the Monroe Doctrine is about as obso- 
lete as Washington’s Farewell Address.” Ascoli is an 
Italian immigrant, vintage 1935-1939, which appar- 
ently makes him an expert in American foreign policy. 
Fidel Castro shares the viewpoint of Mr. Ascoli, and 
in his long, hysterical tirades, he has dared President 
Eisenhower to try to arrest the designs of Soviet Russia 
in building a base just ninety miles from the Florida 
coast. One sometimes wonders why our President has 
not answered this dare and has not made some effort 
to knock this large verbal chip off the slanting shoulders 
of the Cuban sawdust Caesar. 


2. Monroe: The Doctrine of Self-Defense 


This action is certainly called for in implementing 
the doctrine of American security. It is apparent to 
students of American foreign policy that President 
Monroe, in December, 1823, sent his famous message 
to Congress as a warning to European Powers that 
America would seriously object to any attempt to inter- 
vene in the affairs of Latin America. This warning was 
unilateral and was based upon the principles of inter- 
national law dealing with the doctrine of self-defense. 
Every nation has a Monroe Doctrine that is designed to 
protect its national security and it never can be out of 
date. 


3. American Preventive Action: 1902-1916 


Ever since 1808, the Caribbean has been an Ameri- 
can danger zone and our Presidents have been deeply 
concerned about any type of European intervention. 
After the War for Southern Independence, the Depart- 
ment of State has watched with anxious eyes for any 
evidence of intervention in the Caribbean area. Suc- 
cessive Secretaries of State repeatedly warned the Ger- 
man Foreign Office against any endeavors to secure 
naval bases in the South Atlantic. In 1902 the prompt 
action of President Theodore Roosevelt, in mobilizing 
a part of the American fleet in the Caribbean as a 
warning against German designs in Venezuela, quickly 
brought disclaimers from the Wilhelmstrasse and served 
as a potent illustration to all European Powers that 
America would not countenance a hostile naval base 
in proximity to American shores. In order to prevent 
the establishment of a German base in the Caribbean, 
President Wilson, in August, 1916, exerted such pres- 


Page 5 





sure upon the Danish Government as to compel it to 
sell the Danish West Indies to the United States. 


4. The Potential of Indirect Intervention: 

It was evident to American Presidents that European 
intervention in Latin America could be effected in an 
indirect manner. If some Latin American State would 
fail to meet its financial obligations to a large European 
Power, this fact might serve as an excuse for interven- 
tion. To meet this situation, President Theodore Roose- 
velt announced on December 6, 1904, his “corollary” 
to the Monroe Doctrine. If any nation in Latin America 
persisted in “chronic wrongdoing” the American Gov- 
ernment would feel compelled to exercise prompt pres- 
sure upon the errant State. We would have to force 
the Latin American nations to behave themselves, or 
otherwise European Powers would have good reasons 
for intervention. 


In 1911, another corollary was added to the Monroe 
Doctrine. When rumors were circulated that a Japanese 
corporation was negotiating for the purchase of a tract 
of land upon the shores of Magdalena Bay, Mexico, the 
Senate of the United States quickly adopted a resolution 
that strongly condemned the transfer of strategic areas 
in the Americas to non-American private companies 
that might be agents for a foreign Power. The infiltra- 
tion of foreign Powers into the Caribbean area through 
indirect means was said to be a breach of the Monroe 
Doctrine. 


5. Wilson’s Action in the Caribbean Area: 

President Wilson was particularly fearful of Euro- 
pean intervention in the Caribbean. During World War 
I, conditions in Haiti grew intolerable after President 
Guillaume Sam was assassinated. Under the Roosevelt 
corollary to the Monroe Doctrine, President Wilson sent 
American naval forces to Haiti and installed Philippe 
Dartiguenave as President. In September, 1915, a treaty 
was signed under duress which placed Haitian affairs 
under far-reaching American control. America could 
’ not afford to have Haitian disorder furnish a pretext 
for any type of European intervention. This American 
control over Haitian affairs continued until 1934. 
Similar American intervention in the Dominican Re- 
public prevented the establishment of German sub- 
marine bases in these areas of disorder. This prompt 
action by President Wilson to implement American 
security in the Caribbean caused growing criticism in 
Latin America where dictators had long cherished the 
dubious right to rule as they pleased. 


6. F.D.R.: The Emasculation of the Monroe 

Doctrine. 

President Franklin D. Roosevelt became increas- 
ingly sensitive to this clamor of Latin Americans against 
American intervention in the Caribbean. More and 
more he leaned toward the viewpoint that American 
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security in the Western Hemisphere should be a collec- 
tive affair. In December, 1936, a Special Inter-Ameri- 
can Conference met at Buenos Aires and adopted a 
protocol forbidding intervention, direct or indirect, in 
the territories of any of the high contracting parties. 
Twelve years later, at the Ninth International Confer- 
ence of American States at Bogota (1948), a charter 
of constitution for the Organization of American States 
(O.A.S.) was adopted. Collective security became the 
fashion of the hour. 
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The Panama Canal and the Caribbean Barrier 


But this ambitious peace structure (so far totally 
ineffective) does not mean that the Monroe Doctrine 
is out of date or that a system of collective security can 
take the place of any individual action on the part of 
the United States, if its national security is seriously 
imperiled. The Monroe Doctrine, and the important 
series of treaties that implement it, are merely expres- 
sions of the principles of international law dealing with 
the right of self-defense. This right is basic to national 
sovereignty and can never be abandoned by the United 
States. (By Charles Callan Tansill) 





Editor: Charles Callan Tansill Ph.D., Washington D.C. Professor 
Emeritus, American Diplomatic History, Georgetown University. 
Technical advisor to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Dr. Tansill easily ranks with the great names in American historical 
writings on a par with his friend, the late Charles Austin Beard. 
One of his earlier books “America goes to War” (1938) was de- 
scribed by Henry Steele Commager as “critical, searching and judi- 
cious; presented in a style that is always vigorous and often brilliant; 
the most valuable contribution to the history of the prewar years in 
our literature.” 

Dr. Tansill is a native of Texas and a graduate of Catholic Uni- 
versity of America (1912), Johns Hopkins University (1918) Ph.D. 
He has long been recognized as an apr eey | in the field of American 
diplomatic history. In 1925, he wrote the definitive report on World 
War I responsibility, for the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Albert Shaw lecturer in diplomatic history at Johns Hopkins Univer- 
sity. 

Dr. Tansill’s works include the following standard texts: The 
Canadian Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 (1921). The United States 
and Santo Domingo: 1798-1873 (1938). The Foreign Policy of 
Thomas F. Bayard 1885-1889 (1940). Canadian-American Relations 
1875-1911 (1944). The Congressional Career of Thomas F. Bayard 
1869-1885 (1946) and his truly monumental: Backdoor to War: 
Roosevelt's Foreign Policy 1933-1941 (1954). 
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| WHAT HAS HAPPENED 
TO AMERICA’S CHARACTER? 


There is an old saying which states that “you can 
tell a man’s character by the company he keeps.” When 
a man will keep company with thieves, liars, and mur- 
derers, it is a safe bet that he condones these activities. 
However, in the “black is no longer black and white 
is no longer white” world in which we live, truth has 
taken on a nebulous shade of gray and the common 
sense of yesterday has become the progressive liberal- 
ism of today. 


The pilgrim patriots, who pioneered the freedom 
we are currently enjoying (but rapidly losing) in our 
great nation, did so out of a need for that freedom, 
a firm belief in God and a love for their new found 
land. Down through the years, heroic blood has flowed 
freely on many battle fields to preserve that precious 
heritage. Yet today, it is almost impossible for a pub- 
lic figure to take a stand against Communism without 
being assailed by a great segment of the nation’s press, 
a number of allegedly non-Communist organizations 
and the masses of subtly “brain-washed” Americans. 


Though the scriptures repeatedly admonish God's 
people to “have no dealings with the unfruitful works 
of darkness but rather reprove them,” the murdering 
butcher of Budapest, Nikita Khrushchev, has become an 
agent of peace and the key to ultimate utopia for mul- 
titudes of duped, deceived and politically ignorant 
Americans. He is hailed as the “representative of the 
Russian people” even though the U. S. Information 
Agency publication, A PRIMER ON COMMUNISM, 
April 1956, reports “a little less than 8 million, or 
about 3.7% of the Soviet Union’s population of 215 
million are members of the Communist party.” His re- 
peated, through fraudulent, talks of peace are drowned 
out by the cries of noble Hungarian patriots who lost 
their lives in an abortive attempt to overthrow the 
Communist dictatorship. 


The truth is, Communism is mot a movement of 
the people . . . it is a dictatorial minority who get 
into control of a government by subversion, infiltration 
and revolution. 


In a sworn statement printed by the House Un- 
American Activities Committee, William Z. Foster, 
former head of the American Communist Party, said, 
“When a Communist heads the government of the Unit- 
ed States, AND that day will come just as surely as 
the sun rises, the government will not be a capitalist 
government but a Soviet government, and behind this 
government will stand the Red army to enforce the 
dictatorship of the prolietariat.” The awesome reality 
of this threat is driven forcibly home by reports from 
such authorities as Congressman Francis Walter, when 
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he said that “the Kremlin has succeeded in enlisting, 
at a conservative estimate, more than a million Ameri- 
cans .... There are at this moment the equivalent of 
some twenty combat divisions of enemy troops on 
American soil . . . troops that are loyal only to the 
Soviets.” 

It seems ironical then that men who have as their 
objective the ultimate overthrow of the U. S. govern- 
ment and the enslavement of the American people 
should be hailed as heroes and be cuddled and shel- 
tered by our free democratic form of government and 
allowed repeatedly to invoke the fifth amendment as 
an escape measure from justifiable censure. At the 
same time, dedicated congressional groups, such as the 


* House Un-American Activities Committee, and loyal, 


patriotic individuals like Joseph McCarthy, Martin 
Dies, Robert Strickland, Fulton Lewis and others are 
maligned as gangsters, accused of hate mongering acti- 
vities, and witch hunting. 


It would seem that the U. S. (the John Doe citizen 
and elected officials alike) would learn a lesson from 
the little country of Liberia. David Thomas, Council 
General of Liberia, said at the 1959 International Pe- 
troleum Exposition in Tulsa, Oklahoma: “We are al- 
lied with the West. We have no Communist problems 
as we will not permit a Communist Party nor will we 
have diplomatic relations with the Russians.” Please 
note! Liberia has no Communist problem. 


America had no Communist problem either prior 
to 1933 when the Communist Soviet Union was rec- 
ognized and diplomatic relations with the Russian Com- 
munists were instituted. 


The Bible asks, “Can two walk together, except they 
be agreed?” Amos 3:3. Can anti-God, anti-Christ Com- 
munism walk hand in hand with truth, righteousness 
and democracy? Can the lying, deceiving, murderous 
slanderers from the Kremlin continue to abuse every 
precious American privilege? Can good and evil be 
mixed without the good being tainted, diluted, dif- 
fused and distorted? 


Liberia has left no question concerning its char- 
acter. America must emulate this example or rush 
headlong into dictatorial slavery at the hands of Com- 
munist subversives now plotting the ultimate over- 
throw of our government. 44 


DOORSTEPS 


U. S. and Latin-America, has been deftly “transferred” 
as an appendage to Alger Hiss’ United Nations. It has 
become the O.A.S.—a regional entity to be sure — 
but less specific than the old Pan-Am. Union. In the 
face of the Castro peril, it is currently more concerned 
with parliamentary rights in the Dominican Republic 
than with Red missile bases in Cuba. The recent State 
Department sponsored O.A.S. conference in Costa Rica 


(Continued from Page 5) 
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must be considered a failure. In the meantime, Krem- 
lin controlled Communism marches on — from Jakarta 
to Leopoldville, from Cuba to the Congo. On July 
16th, Drew Pearson sounded an alarm! Pearson is a 
highly controversial figure— but he is a first-class 
journalist; his sources of information are often embar- 
rassingly accurate. He reports that “the J.C.S. (the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff)advised Eisenhower to crack down 
on Cuba with military force before it is too late. The 
State Department immediately objected (probably still 
under the enervating influence of Secretary Ruebottom, 
since relieved). The customary State Department atti- 
tude: Latin American sentiment would turn against the 
United States if military intervention is resorted to.” 
Here is one more example of individuals who have 
never heard a shot fired in anger, or felt the bitter 
anguish of infantry combat in war, who formulate 
military policy that has strategic implications, and con- 
temptuously brush aside professional opinion. It hap- 
pened in Indonesia in 1948; It split the Atlantic alli- 
ance during the Suez crisis; It played fast and loose 
over Tunisia and Algiers; It is in full swing in the 
Congo where a wartime ally — Belgium — was pre- 
cipitately dispossessed by ill-advised U.N. decisions in a 
Security Council soon to be dominated by African 
members. 


Secretary of State Herter (whose first official act 
was to recognize Fidel Castro within 72 hours) now 
attempts to persuade the Pan American Union (the 
New U.N. “satellite” known as O.A.S.) to intervene in 
Cuba with a joint Pan-American force. He might do 
even better to appeal to “Field-Marshall” Hammer- 
skjold. We have just observed the alacrity and speed 
with which the United Nations intervened in the Congo 
between mutinous rapists and the Belgians, entirely 
capable of restoring order if given time and a “man- 
date.” The American one-world rabble waxed lyrical 
over Hammerskjold. Nowhere was there any acknow!- 
edgement that this piecemeal transfer of miscellaneous 
troops was predicated on expensive American air trans- 
port. We have seen the reluctance with which the 
U.N. handled the Hungarian massacre. The “dual 
standard” is at work again in the Congo. 


What put the firecracker under the J.C.S. were 
reports of the suspicious visit of Raoul Castro to 
Czechoslovakia (the arsenal of Communism) and Mos- 
cow — probably for the purpose of signing a mutual 
defense pact with the Soviets. The conclusions are in- 
escapable: Between the imminence of an attack against 
the United States from Cuban missile bases that could 
destroy the Southern cities and advance the Sino-Rus- 
sian conquest, (what are Chinese delegations doing in 
Cuba?) and the possibility of losing the “sympathies 
of Latin-America,” it is common sense that the imme- 
diate danger is more important than secondary impli- 
cations, 44 


Page 8 


NATIONAL COUNCIL 


(Continued from Page 2) 
used in this program. He concluded that this material 
was the “‘slickest, neatest, trickiest, and most insidious” 
he had ever seen, and that “on every fundamental issue 
it agrees with the current line of Soviet foreign policy.” 
It could well be that the NCC will urge Mr. Kennedy 
to adopt this “peace” program when he takes office. 


From their past associations and pronouncements, 
it is most likely that the National Council of Churches 
will encourage President-elect Kennedy to pressure 
Congress toward taking America further down the road 
of welfare-state socialism. Though the NCC claims to 
speak for 38 million Americans, (the combined mem- 
bership of NCC affiliated churches) there are many 
in their churches who are still true to the American 
Constitutional form of government and the free-enter- 
prise system of economy. The so-called ‘fringe groups’ 
also abhore the underlying purposes and policies of 
the NCC. They, and we, resent that the NCC has taken 
it upon themselves to speak for us. All readers of the 
WEEKLY CRUSADER can counter-act this false 
‘religious’ interpretation by urging their friends to be- 
come informed of important political & moral issues 
and then by making their combined voices heard 
through letters to their elected representatives and 
newspaper letter columns. Urge your friends to listen 
to the Christian Crusade broadcasts regularly. But do 
it now! 44 





How Much Longer Will We Have Christmas? 


Many forces are at work in our nation making a concerted effort to 
do away with the Christ of Christmas. We are well aware that, if 
Communism comes to America, there will be no religious freedom — 
no Christmas. 

One of the best ways in which you can help assure your future is by 
informing your friends of the subversive plans and operations of the 
enemy. This can best be accomplished through the news-packed pages 
of the WEEKLY CRUSADER. 

This Christmas— give an appropriate gift. Give the WEEKLY 
CRUSADER! Your friends will be impressed with your deep concern 
and thoughtfulness. 

For your economy, we are offering special Christmas rates for 
quantity subscriptions. 


1 Subscription _____..________.... $10.00 
3 or More Subscriptions 9.00 Each 
5 or More Subscriptions 7.50 Each 
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